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This picture is, of course, a complete caricature, but it never-
theless reflects what many thought. It is the more significant
because it was drawn by one who had been born of puritan
parents and brought up in a puritan household—by John
Phillips, the nephew of perhaps the greatest of all puritans,
John Milton.
Traces of this anticlerical spirit, this hatred of the Paul Prys
of the period, can be found everywhere. The election to parlia-
ment for the county of Norfolk, in 1656, furnishes two excellent
examples. The opponents of Sir William Doyley, the successful
candidate, attempted to get him disqualified as ungodly. It
was said that he had suffered a rascal in his house to imitate
the puritan preachers, holding up his hands and lifting up his
eyes in derision of them, in order to make mirth at a great
feast.1 At the same election Edmund Chillenden was re-
proached for voting for a candidate who was not a godly man.
Tish', answered Chillenden, cLet religion alone; give me my
small liberty'.2 The importance of this remark is that it
emanates from one who had been an officer in the Ironsides,
one of the agitators elected by the army in 1647, and afterwards
a preacher and an independent minister.
Because so pronounced a puritan had decided that the estab-
lishment of a puritan church system would be too dearly bought
if it involved the sacrifice of political liberty, it follows, a fortiori,
that Englishmen in general had arrived at the same conclusion.
Indifference to the various questions at issue, and dislike of the
new bustling ministers who had succeeded the old easy-going
clergy, were undermining the ecclesiastical system and the code
of morals established by law. After a bitter struggle, a minority
of the nation had succeeded by force of arms in transforming
church and state according to its liking, but it failed to over-
come the passive resistance of the ordinary citizen who was not
primarily a royalist or a parliamentarian. It had been possible
to overthrow institutions but not fundamentally to change
habits. The attempts to interfere with daily social customs
met with little success and irritated men beyond endurance.
The consequence was that the puritans, in their endeavours
to compel men to be good (as they understood goodness),
defeated their own ends. The Laodicean was converted into
an active enemy. As the puritan code of morals was essentially
1 Thurloe, v. 371.	* Ibid,, p. 287.

